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1. 
2. 



• - ■ the first drawn up by this international Preliminary Examining Authority. 
This written opinion is the first drawn up uy 

Tnis opinion contains indications re.ating to the .Cowing items: 
Basis of the opinion 

n— — - - • —* inve *' ,,ep ana Mus " ial appfcab "" y 

Lack of un«y o. invention lmen „ v6 slep „ inaustrl ., applicability; 

Certain documents cited 
Certain defects in the international applicat.on 
Certain observations on the international applicat.on 
The applicant is hereby invited to rep.y to this opinion. 
When? 
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VI □ 

VII □ 

VIII □ 



ant is hereby irvmm* helore tn e expiration of that time limit. 



How? 



Also: 



Request this Authority to gram an — mpndrnents according to Rule 66.3. 

F0 r an additional oppo^ see Ru.e 66.4 Pis. 

Sff5SS5SSSffi^ examiner, see Ru,e 66.6. 

. -ill k~ ^ nMo 



4. 



For an informal commun.cat.on w.u, ~~ . ^ ^ ^ ^ 

» „o re P .y Is M . the international pre.iminary examinafon report wi.. be 

isri^^^ Ru,e 692 is: 2308 - 2005 
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national app! 5 a !i on i! o_PCTE™3*4^ 



i Basis of the opinion , oafc which have been furnished to 

filed"): 



Description, Pages 

1-22 



as originally filed 
as originally filed 
as originally filed 

tanguage n whrch ,ha ,n,erna,,ona PP _ ^ fc 

Th ese elements „ere — » - - « * J (under Rule 2 , 1(b >, 

□ the language of a translation furnished for* M ^ P 3° tlon(underBote 48.3(b)). 

5 -ha language o, pubfcation of 'n,ema«onal ««-"*•" ~ ami " 8 "° n ^ 

P the language of a translation furnished for the purpo 

Rute 55.2 andfcr 55.3). „ auence disclosed in the international application, the 

° D ^^tr^rrop^.^. 

□ furnished subsequently te this Authority in written form. 

p tumished subsequently ,o this listing does no, go beyond the disclosure 

□ The statement that the ^^SS^vS^ Tf urnished. 

listing has been furnished. 
4. The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 

□ the description, pages: 

□ the claims. N° s - : 

□ the drawings, sheets: ha n not been made, since they have 
6. Additional observations, if necessary: 



Claims, Numbers 

1-6 

Drawings, Sheets 
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. ^ggs^assssssssas. 1 



1. Statement 

Novelty (N) 

Inventive step (IS) 
. industrial applicability (lA) 

2. Citations and explanations 
see separate sheet 



Claims 
Claims 
Claims 



1-6 
1-9 
1-6 
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SEPARATE SHEET . 

" Reasoned statement with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 

Reference is made to the following document/s/: 
D1: DE100 24 312 
D2: US 5 614 459 
' D3: US 5 965 483 
D4:US 4 439 349 

The present application does not meet the criteria of Article 33(1) PCT, because the 
subject-matter of claims 1-4 is not new in the sense of Article 33(2) PCT. 

The present application does not meet the criteria of Article 33(1) PCT, because the 
subject-matter of claims 5-6 does not involve an inventive step in the sense of Article 33(3) 
PCT. 

Clarity of claim 1 : 

The expression "elevated" temperature" is vague in the sense that it does not have a clear 
thechnical meaning. 
Therefore, claim 1 lacks clarity 

Unity; 

Claim 1 relates to a method of enlarging micropores of a microporous carbon material; 
claim 5 relates to a microporous carbon material having pores with specific sizes. 
The material of dim 5 need not be the one obtained by the method of claim 1 , hence, 
claim 1 and 5 are only linked by the fact that they both relate to microporous carbon 
materials. These materials being known per se, claim 1 and 5 lack a novel and inventive 
link and consequently lack unity. 

Unity can be achieved by introducing in claim 5 a reference to claim 1 . 
Novelty 

It is the opinion of this Authority that D1 (DE100 24 312), anticipates the process of 
present claim 1 : see D1 the whole document, more particularly, coh lines 35-68, col 2 
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SEPARATE SHEET 

' lines 21-30,35-49,60-61, col 3 lines 3-14, 32-50, 62 ff, col 4 lines 52-61 and even more 
particularly col5 lines 53-61 and col 6 lines 36-49 (where the two process steps are 
disclosed) 

Hence, Claims 1-4 lack novelty over D1 

D2 (US5 614 459) also appears to be a relevant document (see D2 col 2 lines 5-30, 40-56, 
' col 3 and 4, claims 1 ,6; as well as D3 and D4 
In order to speed up the procedure, the applicant is invited to present his analysis of D1- 

- D4. 
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